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THE OLDEST &4 WEALTHIEST EXISTING MORTGAGE INSURANCE OFFICE. 


THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED, 

SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - £1,000,000. PAID-UP - £100,000. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND LUNACY 
Bonps, MORTGAGE, DEBENTURE, LICENSE, AND CONTINGENCY 
INSURANCE. TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &C. 





HEAD OFFICE : 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of X 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 








ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - - - - - £ 3,000,000 
INCOME - - : - - £390,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - 1,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE - += £ 11,700,000 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrsovr Prorrrts. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 





Age | Premium 
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Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
_ 30 | £116 %,| 40 | £2 10 °, 




















£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





| Duration =| ‘10 yrs. | 20 yrs. 


_ Amount of Policy | £1,199 | £1,488 | $1,724 | 22,067 | 


30 yrs. | 40 yrs. | 








Next Bonus as at 3lst December, 1901. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE coMMENCE printing this week the statutes of the past 
session. The most noticeable is the Commonwealth of Australia 
Constitution Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 12), which will have 
an important effect upon the colonies forming that portion 
of the Empire, although for the purposes of discussion in this 
country attention was practically limited to the clauses dealing 
with the right of appeal to the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. Another statute affecting the colonies is the Colonial 
Solicitors Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 14), which readjusts the 
terms upon which colonial solicitors can be admitted to practice 
in this country. Attention to the requirements of the labourin 
classes has been given in the Mines (Prohibition of Chil 
Labour Underground) Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 21), which 
prohibits the employment in any mine below ground of a boy 
under thirteen, except in the case of boys already so employed ; 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 22), 
which extends the benefits of the Act of 1897 to agricultural 
labourers ; and the Railway Employment (Prevention of Acci- 
dents) Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 27), which empowers the Board 
of Trade to make rules “ with the object of reducing or removing 
the dangers and risks incidental to railway service,” and 
authorizes railway companies to issue debenture stock to meet 
the expenses incurred under the Act. 





OrneR sTaTuTEs of the year of social importance are the 
Census (Great Britain) Act, 1900 (63 Vict. c. 4), which directs 
the taking of a censusin 1901; and the Burial Act, 1900 (63 & 
64 Vict. c. 15), which makes provision for the consecration of 
portions of burial grounds and the erection of chapels. The 
Finance Act, 1900 (63 Vict. c. 7), affirms the principle of Attorney- 
General v. Beech (47 W. R. 257; 1899, A. O. 53), under which 
estate duty on the death of a tenant for life can be avoided by 
the surrender of the life interest to the next remainderman, 
provided—in this respect overriding Attorney-General v. De 
Preville (48 W. R. 198; 1900, 1 Q. B. 223)—the surrender 
is bond fide made, and ession given up, more than 
twelve months before the death of the quondam tenant for life. 
The Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners and 
Others) Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict. c. 32), extends the existing 
limitation of the liability of shipowners—namely, in respect 
of loss of life or personal injury to £15 a ton, and in respect 
of other damage to £8 a ton—to all cases where (without their 
actual fault or privity) ‘loss or damage is caused to property 
or rights of any kind, whether on land or on water, or 
whether fixed or movable, by reason of the improper navigation 
or management of the ship.” The statutes of the session which 
are of special legal interest are the Land Charges Act, 1900 (63 & 
64 Vict. c, 26), the Companies Act, 1900 (c, 48), the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1900 (c. 50), and the Money-lenders Act, 1900 
(c. 51). The last-named Act comes into operation on the Ist of 
November next ; the Colonial Solicitors Act, the Burial Act, the 
Companies Act, and the Agricultural Holdings Act, on the Ist 
of January next; the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1900, on 
the lst of July next, and the Land Charges Act on the same 
date, except as to section 1, providing for the transfer to the 
Land Registry Office of the registry of judgments, which, under 
the order we printed last week, comes into operation on the Ist 
of September next. 





AN INTERESTING point arose before Farwez.t, J., on Wednes- 
day in the case of Willis v. Cooper (reported elsewhere). Judg- 
ment had been obtained in the action for a sum of £10 and 
costs, and @ receiver of certain property which was subject to a 
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mortgage had been appointed. The £10 was paid, and the 
laintiff then sought to retain the receiver in order to secure 
is costs, which were still untaxed. This, however, Farwezt1, J., 
refused to allow, upon the ground that, till the costs had been 
ascertained by taxation, legal execution could not be issued 
for them, and consequently the appointment of a receiver by 
way of equitable execution was equally barred. Under section 
25 (8) of the Judicature Act, 1873, indeed, a receiver may be 
appointed “in all cases in which it shall appear to the court to 
be just and convenient that such order should be made,” and 
when a litigant has obtained an order for costs against 
his opponent it may appear “just and convenient” that 
he should at once be authorized to take steps to secure 
the payment of his costs when taxed. But this is not the 
construction which has been put upon the words of section 
25. The same words apply to the granting of an injunc- 
tion. It was held, however, by the Court of Appeal in 
North London Railway Co. v. Great Northern Railway Co. 
(31 W. R. 490, 11 Q@ B. D. 380) that the High 
Court could not issue an injunction in a case in which 
no court before the Act could give any remedy what- 
ever. Hence an injunction could not be granted to 
restrain proceedings in an arbitration when the proceedings must 
necessarily be futile. Similarly the words “ just or convenient ” 
cannot now be relied on to justify the appointment of a receiver 
in a case where before 1873 no such appointment could be made. 
Equitable execution, as pointed out by Corron, L.J., in Anglo- 
Italian Bank v. Davies (27 W. R. 3, 9 Ch. D. 275), and also by 
Linoizy, L.J., in Holmes v. Millage (41 W. R. 354; 1893, 1 
Q. B. 551), is only allowed where a legal right exists and where 
there are legal difficulties which prevent the enforcement of that 
right at law. In the latter case the court refused to allow 
equitable execution by the appointment of a receiver of the 
future salary or earnings of a judgment debtor, upon the ground 
that legal execution could in no case be issued against such 
salary or earnings. Similarly in the present case legal execution 
could not issue to obtain payment of untaxed costs, and FarwELt, 
J., held that he had no power under such circumstances to 
appoint a receiver. ° 





Tue case of Stewart v. Rhodes (48 W. R. 233, 354; 1900, 
1 Ch. 386) is certainly a little puzzling, and the difficulty pre- 
sented by it to readers of the Law Reports is not diminished by 
the fact that the head-note summarizes the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal by saying, ‘‘ Decision affirmed on different 

unds.” The main facts in it, stated in order of date, were 
that (1) Srzwarr had recovered judgment against Ruopzs; (2) 
Ruopes had died ; (3) the will of Raopzs had been proved by 
W.; (4) Stewart had obtained an order in the action in the 
nature of a charging order nisi; and (5) an order had been 
made in the court of Srrrue, J., for the administration of 
the estate of Ruopzs, and the action of Stewart v. Rhodes had 
been transferred to his court. The application to make the 
charging order absolute then came on before Sriztine, J. This 
order recited the judgment, and recited that a sum of New 
Consols was standing to the credit of Ruopzs in the books of 
the Supreme Court, and then ran: ‘‘It is ordered that the 
plaintiff be at liberty to issue execution against W., the executor 
of the above-named defendant, under ord. 42, r. 23, and it is 
ordered that unless sufficient cause be shewn to the contrary ’—at 
a named date—‘‘ the defendant’s interest in the said sum of New 
Consols so standing as aforesaid shall, and that it in the mean- 
time do, stand charged with the payment of the above-men- 
tioned amounts due on the said judgment.” On looking at the 
original of this order in the Record Department, we find that 
it is expressed to be made upon hearing counsel for the plaintiff 
and for the executor of the defendant—a fact which, having regard 
to the form of the order, ought, we think, to have been stated 
explicitly in the report. 





Ir will be seen that the order purports to do two things :—(1) 
give absolute leave to the plaintiff to issue execution against 
the defendant’s executor; (2) give the plaintiff a charging 
order nist on the defendant’s interest in certain funds. The first 
of these two mandatory directions ought not to be given without 








| were the only transfer which was being made. 


notice to the executor (Re Shephard, Atkins v. Shephard, 43 Ch. D, 
131); the second, being an order nisi, would ordinarily be 
granted ex parte. Srrewina, J., refused to make the charging 
order absolute upon a rather technical ground—namely, that the 
order was only expressed to charge the defendant’s interest 
in the New OConsols, and that the defendant meant 
Ruopes, who was dead, and could not be read as meaning 
the interest which his executor took gua executor. The 
decision of the Court of Appeal goes on a more substantial 
ground, and will be found clearly summarized in the head-note 
in the WEEKLY Reporter (48 W. R. 354); it is that under the 
Judgment Acts a charging order can only be made on the 
interest of a person against whom a judgment has been 
obtained ; so that a creditor, who has obtained judgment against 

a debtor, cannot, after the death of the debtor, obtain a charging 
order against his executor without first obtaining a separate 
judgment against the executor. Mere leave to issue execution 

against an executor is not equivalent to obtaining judgment. 

An argument against this result was urged to the effect that a 
creditor, after obtaining judgment against a debtor, cannot get 
another judgment against his executor for the same claim. 
Linpizy, M.R., however, had a ready answer to this contention. 

Without deciding on the correctness of it, he said: ‘‘If that is 

so, what follows? Not that the creditor has no remedy, but 

that he must bring an administration action.” Of course in an 

administration action the creditor would not secure payment of 

his own debt alone, unless the executor admitted assets, but the 

order would go for paying all creditors rateably. This is, 

however, no hardship on a single creditor, but a mere rule of 

justice to all. It was urged in argument that the court ought 

to act on the principle of favouring a diligent creditor ; but the 

answer was given that the court only acted on that principle as 

against a recalcitrant debtor or dilatory claimants; and that, 

when the question lay between giving one creditor priority, or 

paying all rateably, the court strove to put such a construction 

upon the Acts and rules as would favour the latter alternative. 





AN ImPoRTANT decision was given by Kennezpy, J., in Harrow- 
ing Steamship Co. (Limited) v. Toohey (1900, 2 Q. B. 28) on the 
mode of charging the fees on the transfers of ships introduced 
by the Merchant Shipping (Mercantile Marine Fund) Act, 1898. 
Previously to that Act, dealings with ships and shares in ships 
had an enviable immunity from expense by reason of their 
exemption from stamp duties, but section 3 of the Act of 1898 
provides that fees to be determined by the Board of Trade, not 
exceeding those specified in the first schedule, shall be paid 
“tin respect of the registration, transfer (including transqnission), 
and mortgage of British ships.” The fees in the schedule are 
calculated according to the gross tonnage represented by 
the ships, or shares of ships, traneferred—the transfer of a 
sixty-fourth share in a ship of 6,400 tons being reckoned, 
for instance, as the transfer of 100 tons—and after 125 
tons, they proceed at the rate of 2s. 6d. for every 50 tons 
up to 500 tons, and then 2s. 6d. for every 100 tons. But the 
Act does not expressly deal with the case of the registration 
at the same time of several transfers dealing with shares in the 
same ship. In the case just mentioned the defendant was the 
shipping registrar at Whitby, and the plaintiffs tendered to him for 
registration (inter alia) twenty bills of sale for the transfer to them 
of, in all, fifty-eight sixty-fourth shares in a ship whose gross ton- 
nage was2,223. These shares represented by themselvesa tonnage 
of 2,015 tons, and if, for the purpose of the fee, they were all to 
be lumped together, the fee would be £4. If, on the other hand, 
each of the twenty bills of sale was to be treated as a separate 
transaction, and the fees were to be charged separately on each, the 
amount would be very materially increased. Considering that on 
dealings with ships it is frequently necessary to get in shares from 
many different persons, the question is of no little importance in 
shipping practice. Kxnnepy, J., however, took a view favour- 
able to the Mercantile Marine Fund, and held that each transfer 
of shares by one person was to be charged with a separate fee, 
notwithstanding that the same transferee was taking a large 
number of transfers at the same time. The fee is payable on 
each block of shares included in a single transfer, just as if that 

In the case im 
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question the entire transfers tendered for registration affected 
six ships, and the fees payable amounted to £118 17s. 6d. on 
the view taken by the defendant and adopted by the court, as 
compared with the £24 10s., which would have been payable on 
the contention of the plaintiffs. 








CLOSED CHURCHYARDS AND HIGHWAYS. 


Tux considered judgment of Sir AnTHur CuartEs in Ex parte The 
Rector, §¢., of Bideford will set at rest a question upon which 
eminent ecclesiastical lawyers have shewn considerable differ- 
ences of opinion. The question was as to the jurisdiction of 
the chancellor of a diocese to grant a faculty to permit a portion 
of a disused consecrated burial ground to be thrown into the 
adjoining highway for the purpose of widening it. The 
frequency of these applications in recent years renders the point 


_ one of practical importance, but the great uncertainty which has 


prevailed on the subject is shewn by the state of the authorities. 
Faculties for this purpose have been granted in several cases by 
Dr. TrisTRAM in the dioceses of London and Chichester, and by 
Chancellor Biaxzstzy in Peterborough—see the case of St. 
Anne’s, Westminster, decided in July last, and the St. Botolph, 
Aldgate, case (1892, P. 161), The Vicar, §c., of St Andrews, 
Hove v. Mawn (1895, P. 228m), and St. Micholas, Leicester 
v. Longton (1899, P. 19), a case in which the authorities 
on the point were carefully reviewed by the learned chancellor 
of the diocese of Peterborough; the same course has been 
followed in several other consistorial courts. On the other 
hand in Reg. v. Twiss (h. R. 4 Q. B. 407) Cocksurn, C.J. (with 
whom Hannen and Hayzs, JJ., concurred), expressed a very 
decided opinion that the doctrine laid down by Dr. Lusutnaton 
in Campbell v. Paddington (2 Robert. 559), and St. John’s, Walbrook 
(%. 518) is perfectly correct, ‘that when ground is once con- 
secrated and dedicated to sacred purposes no judge has power to 
grant a faculty to sanction the use of it for secular purposes and 
that nothing short of an Act of Parliament can divest consecrated 
ground of its sacred character.” And in Harper v. Forbes (5 
Jur. N. 8. 275), a suit for the restoration of a churchyard, a part 
of which had been taken into a highway without faculty, Dr. 
LusHINGTON in the Court of Arches made a similar statement as 
to the law. It was in deference to these two cases in superior 
courts that Ohancellor Drspry in the present case held that he 
had no jurisdiction to grant the faculty asked for by the ector 
and the corporation of Bideford. 

Although the views of the learned judges in the two cases on 
which the Chancellor relied are entitled to the greatest respect, 
it appears upon an examination of those cases that their remarks 
were obiter only, and not statements of the unds of the 
decisions. Harper v. Forbes was a practically undefended case ; 
and in Reg. v. Zwiss Cocxsurn, O.J., after expressing his opinion 
in the words above quoted, proceeded to base his judgment (dis- 
charging a rule to prohibit proceedings for a faculty in the 
Consistory Court) upon narrower grounds. The application was 
made by « stranger to the parish, and it was not clear that the 
faculty asked for would actually extend to the use of con- 
secrated ground for secular purposes. Sir Arruur CHar.xEs 
therefore felt at liberty to deal with the question apart from 
authority. 

The churchyard in question had been closed for burials seven 
years ago by an Order in Council under the Burial Acts. No 
part of it could, therefore, be used in future for its original 
ecclesiastical purposes. It remained, as the learned judge pointed 
out, an Open space under the care of the qhurchwardens, and 
subject to certain statutory restrictions as to its user. Being a 
“disused burial ground,”’ it was for ever incapable of being built 
on: Metropolitan Open Spaces Act, 1881, 8.1; Disused Burial 
Grounds Act, 1884, ss. 2, 3; Open Spaces Act, 1887, ss. 2, 4. 
The adjoining highway was inconveniently narrow and both 
the highway authority and the rector and churchwardens desired 
that the faculty should be granted. The circumstances were 
therefore all in favour of exercising the discretion, if the juris- 
dietion were free from doubt. 

The existence of public footpaths across churchyards, even 
when in use, is so common that the power to authorize the making 
of such paths might almost be presumed. Walter v. Montague 


(1 Curt. 253) is, however, a clear authority for the grant of a 
faculty for this p . Ofcourse, the making of a footpath does 
not remove any land outside the churchyard walls; it does, 
however, curtail the space for burials. In the case of a disused 
churchyard the addition to the road of a strip of ground presents 
the converse case—the right of burial having disappeared there 
is no curtailment of burial space, but consecrated ground is 
thrown outside the enclosure. Sir Arraur CHartzs in a very 
careful judgment decided that the jurisdiction existed and ought 
to be exercised, and his decision will be welcomed as settling a 
disputed point of law in a sense agreeable to sound reason and 
public utility. 





INTEREST ON BONDS. 


Tue Court of Appeal in the recent case of Re Dixon (48 W. R. 
665) have held, affirming the decision of Byrrnz, J. (48 W. R. 
71; 1899, 2 Ch. 561), that, upon a common money bond with a 
condition for avoidance on payment at a specified date of the 
sum intended to be secured, with interest up to that date, 
interest at the agreed rate is recoverable after such date as 
interest and not by way of damages. The decision is important 
inasmuch as, at first sight, it seems to conflict with the principle 
as to payment of interest laid down by Lord Szrzorne in Cook 
v. Fowlkr (L. R, 7 H. L., P. 87). In that case a warrant of 
attorney was given on the 2nd of May, 1864, to secure payment 
on the following 2nd of June of a sum of £1,300 with interest 
at the rate of £5 per cent. per month. The debtor died on the 
25th of May, 1864, and ina suit for the administration of his 
estate the creditor claimed interest at the rate specified until pay- 
ment; but Srvart, V.C., allowed that rate only for the month, 
with interest afterwards at the rate of £4 per ceat. per annum. 
This was affirmed by the House of Lords on the ground that 
the warrant of attorney carried interest only up to the day fixed 
for payment, and that any additional interest could be recovered 
only as damages for breach of the contract for payment. 
“Unless,” said Lord Szrsorne, ‘it can be laid down as a 
general rule of law, that upon a contract for the payment of 
money borrowed for a fixed period, on a day certain, with 
interest at a certain rate down to that day, a farther contract for 
the continuance of the same rate of interest after that day, uatil 
actual payment, is to be implied, the decision of the Vice- 
Chancellor in this case is not erroneous. I entirely agree . . . 
that no such contract is to be implied, unless there is something 
to justify it upon the construction of the words of the particular 
instrument; and that, although in cases of this class interest for 
the delay of payment post diem ought to be given, it is on the 
principle not of implied contract, but of damages for breach of 
contract.” 

At first sight there seems to be no reason why this rule should 
not be applied to the case of a money bond of the nature above 
described. Such bonds, however, have a history of their own 
which has been made the ground for treating them in this 
respect in a manner different from other contracts for the pay- 
ment of money. At law, as is well known, if the obligor failed 
to perform the condition of the bond, the whole penal sum was 
recoverable, but equity interfered to prevent the obligee from 
getting more than his principal, interest, and costs, and this 
relief was confirmed by 4 & 5 Anne, c. 16. Section 13 of that 
statute enacted that in an action on any bond with ‘‘a condition or 
defeasance to make void the same upon payment of a lesser sum 
at a day and place certain,” the defendant might discharge 
himself by bringing into court the principal and interest due 
upon the bond with all costs incurred. In Bonafous v. Rybdot 
(3 Burr. 1370) Lord Mansrretp @xpressed considerable <issatis- 
faction that the courts of law had not anticipated this statute by 
following the example of equity. It is extraordinary, he said, 
that after, in a court of equity, the true nature of a bond had 
been settled to be the securing of principal, interest, and costs, 
‘‘and therefore every party to a bond understood it in this 
sense, the courts of law Nid not follow equity, but still continued 
to do injustice as of course; and put the parties to the delay 
and expense of setting it right elsewhere as of course”; and 
upon the principle that the statute of Anne, being intended to 








reform an erroneous course of proceeding which the courts 
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themselves might and ought to have remedied, should receive a 
liberal construction, he held that it was applicable to the case 
where the bond was conditioned for payment of money by instal- 
ments. 

With these praiseworthy ideas of Lord Mansrietp BraMwELL, 
B., in Preston v. Dania (L. R. 8 Ex., p. 22), expressed his 
complete disagreement. ‘‘ Where,” he said, “is the injustice 
of holding people to mean what they say? Where is the 
injustice of making a man perform what he chooses to promise ? 
I protest I can see none. And to relieve a man from his 
obligations on some supposed equitable considerations seems 
to me to be a mischievous thing. If relief is required let the 
a interfere.” It was the same eminent judge, it 

ill be remembered, who at a later date, as Lord BramweE 1, 
found fault in Salt v. Marquis of Northampton (1892, A. C., p. 18) 
with the allowance of an equity of redemption to a mortgagor. 
‘‘ Whether it would not have been better to have held people 
to their bargains, and taught them by experience not to make 
unwise ones, rather than relieve them when they had done 
so, may be doubtful.” The immediate result of these opinions 
in Preston v. Dania was that words in section 25 of the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1860, similar to those in 4 & 5 Anne, ec. 16, 
8. 13, were held not to be applicable to a bond conditioned 
for payment by instalments, and it was pointed out that Lord 

SFIELD’s remarks on such a bond in Bonafous v. Rybot (supra) 
were really obiter dicta, since in that case the whole sum had 
become due. 

The discussion, however, as to the exact scope of the statute 
of Anne does not affect the point immediately in view. In the 
case of ordinary bonds with a condition, the course of equity, as 
pointed out by Ricsy, L.J., in his judgment in the present case 
of Re Dizon, was to assess the interest at the agreed rate until 
payment. In the case of other bonds as to which the interference 
of equity was called for, an issue was directed to assess the 
damages suffered, and an injunction granted in the meantime 
until the damages were ascertained. This seems to be a 
sufficiently clear intimation that interest was assumed to be 
payable as interest and not as damages, and as appears from 
Farquhar v. Morris (7 T. R. 124), the same course was followed 
by the courts of law in giving relief under the statute of Anne. 
It was there held that interest was payable from the date for 
payment fixed by the bond, and it was referred to the master 
to compute the interest. 

The fact, therefore, that courts of equity interfered to grant 
relief against the penalty of a bond, and treated the penalty as 
securing interest at the specified rate so long as the money was 
outstanding, has created a distinction between such bonds and 
the ordinary contracts for the payment of money with interest 
up to a fixed date to which Lord Szrzorne referred in the 
passage from his judgment in Cook v. Fowler quoted above. The 
distinction was clearly put by Cottiys, L J., in his judgment in 
Re Dizon: “‘ You could not recover interest, as interest, upon a 
simple bond without a penalty ; but you could unquestionably 
—always in a court of equity, and afterwards, by the 
statute of Anne, in a court of law—recover not damages, 
but interest, on a bond with a penalty. The explana- 
tion is this—that in the view of both courte the 
penalty really was for the purpose of securing that which 
was the real contract—i.¢., the principal with the interest.” In 
cases, therefore, where there is a bond with a penalty interest 
subsequent to the date for payment is recoverable as interest. 
Where there is any other contract for payment of money at a 
fixed date, with interest up to that date, interest is only recover- 
able as damages. Frequently it is immaterial under which head 
the interest falls, but occasionally the difference is important. 
In Cook v. Fowler, as we have seen, it stopped interest at 60 per 
cent. per annum, and changed it into 4 percent. In the present 
case, had interest been payable as damages, the defendant hoped 
to be able to set up the Statute of Limitations as a defence to 
the action on the bond, no interest having been actually paid 
for over twenty years. It was held, however, to be payable as 
interest, and since the wife of the obligor was tenant for life of 
the fund secured by the bond, and there was practically the 
same hand to receive as to pay, the interest, according to a well- 
settled rule, was treated as having been kept down, and the 
statute consequently was no defence. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


H. WILLIS v. COOPER. SLATTERY v. COOPER. 
8. C. WILLIS v. COOPER. 22nd August. 


Practice—RecetveR By Way or Eauirasie ExrcuT10oN—JURISDICTION— 
JUDGMENT FoR Untaxep Oosrts. 

These were three motions in which substantially the same question was 
involved. The first was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff that the 
plaintiff or some other fit or proper person might be appointed receiver of 
certain messuages and tenements and hereditaments and of the rents 
and profits thereof or of the estate and interest of the defendant 
R. B. Cooper therein respectively by way of equitable execution of, 
and to enforce, the judgment in this action pronounced on the 
16th of May, 1900, whereby (inter alia) it was ordered that the 
defendants other than the defendant company, the New Oooper Cycle 
Fittings Co. (Limited), should pay the plaintiff the sum of £10 and 
the costs of the action. Upon behalf of the plaintiff it was said that on 
the 16th of May the plaintiff recovered judgment against the defendants, 
except the New Cooper ns pao Fittings Co. (Limited), for £10, beivg 
the amount due for dividend on 300 shares acquired by the plaintiff, with 
costs. The costs amounted to £120 or thereabouts, but the taxation of the 
costs had not yet been completed. The defendant, R. B. Cooper, was 
entitled to certain leasehold houses subject toa mortgage, and upon the 
Ist of August, 1900, the plaintiff was appointed interim receiver of 
the rents of forty-four of the houses without prejudice to the rights of the 
mortgagees. The judgment debt had now been paid, so that the only sum 
now due was for untaxed costs. It was submitted that a receiver could be 
appointed by way of equitable execution for costs, even though the costs 
had not been taxed: Seton on Decrees, vol. 1, p. 667; Kewney v. Attrill 
(35 W. R. 191, 34 Ch. D. 345). For the defendants it was submitted that 
there was no jurisdiction to issue equitable execution for untaxed costs: 
Annual Practice, p. 678; ord. 42, r. 17. Moreover, the defendant R. B. 
Cooper was possessed of property upon which legal execution could be 
issued in addition to the equities of redemption in the houses. The court 
would not order equitable execution to issue where there was property 
which could be taken in legal execution: Manchester District Banking Co. 
(Limited) v. Parkinson (37 W. R. 264, 22 Q. B. D. 173). 

Farwet., J.—These are three applications for the appointment of a 
receiver by way of equitable execution. The actions, although brought in 
the Chancery Division, are in the nature of common law actions, inasmuch 
as the judgment was one for a sum of money and costs to be taxed. 
The time for issuing a writ of fi. fa. or elegit upon such a judgment is fixed 
by ord. 42,r.17. In a note to this rule in the Annual Practice it is said 
that ‘‘ both in the Chancery Division and the Queen’s Bench Division a 
judgment or order for costs to be taxed is enforceable by execution on 
production of the judgment or order and taxing officer’s certificate.’’ In 
this case the costs have not been taxed. When the interim order appoint- 
ing the receiver was made the umount of the judgment was not paid. But 
now the judgment debt has been wholly paid, and there simply remains a 
judgment for the untaxed costs. No execution at law could issue for them. 
The question is, Can I, under these circumstances, grant equitable execu- 
tion which is a substitute for legal execution? I think I am bound by the 
previous decision of Lord Lindley upon this _ in Holmes v. Millage (Al 
W. R. 354; 1893, 1 Q. B. 551), and that I cannot. In support of the 
motion section 25, sub-section 8, of the Judicature Act, 1873, was relied 
on, as shewing that the court had jurisdiction to appoint a receiver where 
it was “‘just or convenient.” But in Holmes v. Millage Lord Lindley 
points out that where, before the Judicature Acts, no court could grant a 
receiver, it is not ‘‘ just or convenient ’’ within that section to appoint a 
receiver. The result is that I have only jurisdiction to interfere by way of 
equitable execution in cases where there would be a legal right to have 
execution, but there is an outstanding legal estate which is a bar to legal 
execution. Ido not think that Kewney v. Attrill is contrary to anything I 
have said. Forthedefendantsit was contended that equitable execution ought 
not to be issued where there is other property of the debtor’s which might 
be taken in legal execution. In my opinion, the fact that there is property 
of the judgment debtor which might be taken in legal execution is utterly 
immaterial. It is the debtor’s duty to pay, and, if he does not, he cannot 
complain of equitable execution being issued any more than if the sheriff 
were in possession of his house under a legal execution. I must decline to 
continue the receiver as to the untaxed costs, but the defendant R. B. 
Cooper must pay the costs of the motion, including the costs of the ex parte 
order of the Ist of August, and the receiver is not to be discharged until 
all those costs are paid.—CounseL, Alexander, Q.C. (J. H. Barron with 
him) ; 7. Bateman Napier. Sorscrrons, Belfrage § Co., for Reece §& Harris, 
Birmingham ; Rowcliffes, Rawle, § Co., for Perey Shakespeare, Birmingham. 

| Reported by J. E. Aupous, Barrister-gt-Law. } 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re PETTIFER. PETTIFER v. PETTIFER. Byrne, J. 
Wu1—Constrvuction—Jomt Girt or Rear AND PERSONAL 
Conprrion In Terrorem. 


This was an adjourned summons on theconstruction of a will. The testator 
gave and bequeathed to his wife, Ruth Pettifer, all his estate and effects, 
both real and personal and house and land property whatsoever and wheré- 
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soever situate and of what quality soever; and the testator continued ; ‘My 
dear wife Ruth Pettifer will have whole and sole control of my property 
during her life, on condition that Ruth Pettifer do not marry again after 


my decease.”” There was no gift over. 


Byrnr, J., held that this being a joint gift of realty and personalty, the 
rule of law applicable to personal estate applied and that consequently the 
condition was void as being in terrorem.—CounsEL, Norton, Q.C., Jolly, Levett, 
Soricrrors, Prior, Church, & Adams; Goodale § Hobson, 


Q.C., Hawkins. 
for Butterworth, Rose, § Morrison, Swindon. 
[Reported by J, Anruur Pricer, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re COUNTIES CONSERVATIVE PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING 


SOCIETY. DAVIS». NORTON. Stirling, J. 7th, 9th and 11th August. 


Burtpine Socrery— WITHDRAWAL OF Mempers—Construction or Rutes— 


Wixpine-vup—Priorities—Exegcutor or Deceasep Mempern—“ Ser-orr.”’ 


Summons for the determination of questions which had arisen in the 
After a 
regular conduct of its affairs for many years, dissatisfaction arose in 1895, 
and on the 26th of June of that year two notices were sent out, one 
summoning the members to an annual meeting, which was held on 
the 10th of July and was purely formal; the other, under a rule of 
the society, summoning a special general meeting, also for the 10th 

; This meeting 
was duly held and adjourned till 8th August, when it was resolved that 


winding-up of a building society under a deed of dissolution. 


of July, to consider the advisability of dissolution. 


the society be voluntarily wound up ; the deed of dissolution was accord- 


ingly prepared and on the Ist of November was duly registered. The 
following were the rules of the society material to the questions 
ct of which the priorities 


raised as to share withdrawals and loans, in res 
of different members were to be determined: Rule 67: “‘ Any person who 
shall have been a member of the society for six months, and shall not have 
received any advance out of the funds of the society, and whose subscrip- 
tions and fines are not in arrear, shall be at liberty to withdraw from the 


society upon giving the society one month’s previous notice in writing of 


his mtention. The amounts receivable by members on withdrawal will be 
those contained in Table A. scheduled to these rules, but subject, never- 
theless, to any payments or deductions as may be determined by the 
directors. Payment of withdrawal shall be made according to the priority 
of the receipt of the notice of withdrawal by the society.”’ Rule 68 : ‘The 
directors shall have full power from time to time to limit the number of 
shares that shall be withdrawn in any one month, and to limit the 
withdrawals so that they shall not exceed one-half of the monthly income 
from share subscriptions, and all previous applications for advances shall 
have priority over notices of withdrawal.”” Rule 69: ‘‘ The legal personal 
representatives, widows, guardians of infant children of deceased members, 
entitled to the shares of such deceased members, and the guardians or 
committees of members becoming lunatic or of unsound mind, shall have 
priority over other members in withdrawing from the society.’’ Four 
different classes of members had given notices of withdrawal which had 
matured before 26th June, 10th July, 8th August, and lst November, 1895 
respectively ; one member (Meadows) died prior to the 26th June, 1895, 
without having given any notice of withdrawal; and one member 
(Saunders), who had given notice of withdrawal, had accepted a proposal 
as to advances on the security of his shares upon the terms of a circular 
issued, admittedly ultra vires, by the secretary of the society, in accordance 
with which he had received £41 ; of this sum he had paid back £13, and 
now claimed an equitable right to set off the money he still owed against 
his fully paid-up share. The directors had determined that the amounts 
receivable on withdrawal should be subject to payments or deductions 
under rule 67 and had also exercised the power given them by rule 68. 
All outside creditars had been paid ; the amount due to members was 
twice the entire assets, in the distribution of which it was now sought to 
determine the priorities of the members inter se. 

Srmtine, J., said that 2ule 67 was perhaps not less clearly expressed than 
many other building society rules, but its effect was that out of the funds 
available those members who gave notice of withdrawal were entitled to 
be paid the prescribed amounts according to the priority of the receipt 
of such notices by the secretary. The resolution of the directors under 
rule 68, by which the shares to be withdrawn were to be limited, was 
perhaps less clear than the rule itself, because it mentioned neither any 
number nor that none were to be withdrawn. If that had any meaning at 
all it must be limited to the class of shareholders who claimed the with- 
drawals, so that they should not exceed one-half of the monthly income 
from from share subscriptions. There was nothing in rule 67 to support 
the contention that when once the notice of withdrawal was given in a 
particular month exceeding the amount of one-half of the monthly income 
coming from share subscriptions during that month, the notice ceased to 
have any effect. Rule 67 conferred an absolute right of withdrawal, and 
rule 68 was only directed to limiting the working out of the withdrawals. 
A member was not compelled to withdraw, and if he chose to do 
80 he must take the consequences of the rules. As to the priority 
claimed by the executor of Meadows, his case was governed y the 
decision in Re West London and General Permanent Building Society (42 W.R. 
535; 1894, 2 Oh. 352), and the executor of a deceased member 
would take precedence of all persons who had given notice to withdraw. 
All the assets of the society would be required to pay members who had 
8iven notices of withdrawal prior to the date when the winding-up 
Commenced, It appeared to his lordship that Saunders was liable to 
testore to the coffers of the society for the purposes of that distribution the 
sum which had got improperly into his hands. By accepting the proposal 
of the secretary he had waived the notice of withdrawal which he had 
given and had elected to remain a continuing member. His lordship was 
unable to see why he should not be required to disc the liability for 


to himcelf. In Brownlie v. Russell (8 App. Oas. 235) there was an 
stipulation, the absence of which from the present case = his | hip 
to decide it in accordance with general — and to h 
that Saunders was bound to contribute, was not entitled to the right 
of “‘ set-off’? which he claimed.—CounseL, EF. A. Wurtzburg ; Maugham ; 
G. Cave; R. J. Parker ; Owen Thompson. Soxscrrors, Busk, Mellor, & Norris, 
for Little ¢ Lyle, Bath; Peacock $ Goddard, for R. D. Sharp § Symonds, 
Bournemouth. 

[Reported by W. H. Draper, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Court of Arches. 


Re BOROUGH OF BIDEFORD. x parte RECTOR AND CORPORATION 
OF BIDEFORD. 25th July. 


Consecratep Grounp—Derinits ABANDONMENT oF Sacrep Usre— 
Power To Drvore to Secutar Purrose—Foorway. 


This appeal from a decision of Dr. Dibdin, the Chancellor of the 
Consistory Court of Exeter, raised an important question as to the powers 
of public bodies to acquire portions of disused consecrated ground for 
secular p , without being put to the nse and trouble of obtaining 
a private Act of Parliament. ‘Tne rector and churchwardens, and corpora- 
tion, of Bideford, in Devon, were desirous of devoting'a certain strip of a 
disused burial ground to the purpose of widening the adjoining highway, 
which was at the point exceedingly narrow, inconvenient, and even dangerous. 
The cemetery has been closed for burials by an Order in Council dated the 
16th of May, 1893. The strip of land in question contained only five 
graves and two head-stones; and it was pro to re-inter the bodies, 
and re-erect the head-stones, in consecrated ground elsewhere. The last 
interment had taken place in the August of 1884; and the consent had 
been obtained of all those owners of the graves whom it was possible to 
trace. In the case only of two of these graves it was impossible to discover 
the owners. The corporation proposed to pay £42 for the privilege of 
utilising the land in question, the total area of which amounted only to 337 
square feet ; and this money it was intended to spend, partly in buildinga 
new boundary wall to the enclosure, and partly in putting the cemetery 
into a condition of general order. Dr. Dibdin, however, 
was of opinion that he no jurisdiction to authorize the 
utilization of consecrated ground for purely secular purposes, and refused 
to grant the faculty asked for. rom this decision the rector and 
corporation now appealed, and it was argued on their behalf thas the cases 
of Reg. v. Twiss (L. R. 4 Q. B. 407), and of St. John’s, Wallbrook (2 Robert. 
515), on both of which the learned Chancellor relied in his previous 
decision of Re Plumstead (1895, P. 225), were clearly distinguishable. 
Re Bettison (L. R. 4 Ad. & Eccl. 294), was, on the contrary, directly in 
their favour. Reference was also made by counsel for the appellants to 
the following cases: Campbell v. Parishioners of Paddington (2 Robert. 558) ; 
St. George’s, Hanover Square v. Stuart (2 Stra. 1,126); Re St. John’s, 
Wallbrook (2 Robert. 518) ; Re Vicar, §c., of St. Botolph’s v. Parishioners of 
Same (1892, P. 161); Re Vicar, &¢e., of St. Andrew's, Hove v. Mawn § Rowe 
(1895, P. 228 Note); Re St. Gabriel’s, Fenchurch-street (1896, P. 95); Re 
St. Nicholas, Leicester (1899, P. 19). 

Aug. 2.—Tue Covrr allowed the appeal. 

The Dean or Ancues.—The learned judge in this case was of opinion 
that he had no jurisdiction to grant a faculty for the proposed purpose, 
and on that ground refused the citation. He founded his judgment upon 
the two cases of Harper v. Forbes (5 Jur. N.S. 275) and Reg. v. Twies 
(L. R. 4 Q. B. 407); and if they do in fact decide the point now under con- 
sideration, they no doubt bind him as they would also bind this court. It 
is necessary, therefore, to examine them carefully. Harper v. Forbes 
was decided in this court by Dr. Lushington in 1859. The suit was 
practically undefended, and the observations of the judge at the outset 
of the hearing were certainly not necessary to that decision. So far, there- 
fore, as the decision is concerned, it leaves me free to consider whether 
the general proposition laid down is applicable to the facts with which I 
have now to deal—whether, in other words, it can be applied without 
qualification to consecrated ground when the pa for which the ground 
was originally consecrated can no longer be lawfully carried out. Reg. 
v. Twiss, burn, O.J., in the course of his judgment, whilst expressing 
approval of the proposition enunciated by Dr. Lushington, distinctly states 
that the application before the court would be di of ‘‘on narrower 
grounds.”’ There is nothing, therefore, in the decision itself binding on 
this court. Now, in the present case the faculty 1s asked for in of 
ground which can no longer be lawfully used for burials. If it still 
remained open the ordinary would undoubtedly have power to grant a 
faculty for a footpath to be made within it for the public convenience 
( Walter v. Mountague, 1 Curt. 253); and ea ey as one of juris- 
diction as opposed to discretion, I can see no ce between a faculty 
for a path across a churchyard and for a path along one side of it. These 
paths, so long as interments were lawful, would also subserve the ecclesi- 
astical purpose of burial; but I see no reason why the jurisdiction should 
not remain, although the ecclesiastical purpose can no longer be carried 
out. And in this case, as no question can arise as to the curtailment of 
the parishioners’ rights of burial space for the future, I see no objection 
to authorizing the removal of the present boundary-wall so as to allow the 
proposed path to be thrown into the public way. But if this be done 
means must be taken to preserve a of the exact measurement of the 
[sealed gece added to the road, for it will still remain a part of the 
urial-ground, subject to ecclesiastical jurisdiction and to the statutes as 
to the mode in which burial-grounds may be la In 
therefore, I am of opmion that this appeal must 





the satisfaction of the claims of members entitled to the assets in priority 








Grasebrook. Soricirorns, Peard ¢ Son. 
[ by J. BE. Monn, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 
Mr. Tuomas Ciecuorn Smiru, of Berwick-upon-Tweed, solicitor, has 


sont ted Clerk to the School Board for the vg of Berwick- 
Mr. Smith was admitted in December, 1884 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
DissoLvUTions. 

Feancis Gruman and Wiii1am Stocomse Gress, solicitors (Gilman & 
Gibbs), 1, Albion-place, Southampton. May 23. [| Gazette, Aug. 17. 

Tuomas Fish Marson, Arraur Tomas Manson, and Artuurn Henry 
Haieu, solicitors (Marson, Son, & Haigh), 1, Southwark Bridge-road, 
London, 8.E. As from March 31 last so far as regards the said Thomas 
Fish Marson, who has retired from the firm. [ Gazette, Aug. 21. 





GENERAL. 


On the 17th inst., says the Daily News, Mr. A. W. Dolby, the Local 
Government Board auditor, surcharged the West Ham Board of Guardians 
£32 3s. 10d., which had been expended on luncheons for the members ei 
of the public funds. The auditor said there was nothing to legalize 
peyment of this kind, and although the guardians might appeal he did 

not think any arguments would likely to alter the decision. Mr. 
Tarrant, the ex-chairman of the board, who signed the cheque for the 
luncheons, states that he is quite willing to make this a test case, as he 
believes that the members, who on board days have to spend nine or ten 
hours at the union, are entitled to a shilling dinner. 


Mr. Clark Bell, an American lawyer, as a visit, says the Daily News, to 
Mrs. Maybrick at Aylesbury on Tuesday, and had the opportunity afforded 
him of seeing Mrs. Maybrick alone. Mr. Bell, in the course of an inter- 
view with a Central News representative, eaid Mrs. Maybrick is located 
in the prison infirmary at present. She protests her innocence as 
strongly as she did eleven years ago. Mrs. Maybrick stated that once 
when on circuit Lord Russell of Killowen, who acted as her counsel at the 
trial, visited her in prison, and in the course of conversation said that if 
there was any man in England who believed her to be innocent that man 
stood before her. She added that she had nothing to complain of. She 
had nothing but praise for the matrons. 








WINDING UP NOTICES 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Aug. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loorep 1x Caancery. 
en 1 Mrvzzat Warzr Co, em Creditors are 
send in their names and addresses, and 
Joseph Price, 26, Newgate st, Chester 
Corpzz Purcuase Srxpicatz, Limrtzp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
seod their names and adress, and the particulars of Gee Udbiner dee to Leonard 
Malleson, 1964, Winchester House, Blackman, Gresham House 
Broad st, solor to liquidator -" — 
Heaumc & Co, Loarzp—By an order made 
that the 
pl, Portman 24, solors for 


uired, on or before Sept 1, to 
paitioutoan of Gein Bihan or dates, Of aaoe 


by ame, 6. dated Aug 9, it was ordered 
up of the company be continued. Richards & Co, 31, York 
Sruamsnir Crypz, Lixrirep—Creditors are 


Livzzroot ui bef 
gond their names and addresses, and the particulars Theis debts ‘or cieines me oe iaims, Alan 
a a Bright and Ernest Cook, 17, Water st, RE Hill & Co, Taveryedi, eulee 


Se ene ee ein, oe thee Suk to send their 
and addresses, and Seon é their debts or claims, to i vid Boyle 
and William Charles Gould, 6 Uld Jewry a _— 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Peisowsnr Provivest Socierr, 57, Moorgate st. Aug 13 


Londom Gasetle.—Truspar, Aug. 21. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep 1 Cmascerr. 
Baomocx Sremcarz, —— Ay Liau pe ty are required, on 


and addresses, and the particulars debts laims 
agS noni t= = a Eeeweel Uae Cae ce 
Cazrurt & Gissox, Limite a sneliene ate f 
r pep my on or before Bent 30, to send their 


debta Sadler, 
a, Gover: Liverpool, solor to to liquidator “eed % 
5. @, Gasven & So, Lauesen~Costiocss cnn seaptietl, i 
the particulars their debts or elaims, to Clare Smith, . 9,7, 
Geover & Co, Davie st, Carlton rl, Mottinghaw. Toube & 000s, Rack lene aden: 


ie 


ork to pond tr nacner tn dee, ad ~Oreditors are required, on or before 

py Frade Thomas Peirson, 17, Hertford Coventry. 

edlora to tixjuidator - 

Tex Acuss yer pr Lasrrep—Creditors are required, 
oot their names and addresses, and the ertlosiaes Oh th their debts claims 

2, Comper’s et, Cornhill, Barker & Bon, 7, Union et, Old Broad st, 





ee 
Warre & Pixs, Lexrren—By am order made by Wright, J., dated Aug 9, it was ordered 
thet the v: winding up of White & Pike, Limited, be " 
Eeqndide, ' Coleman tt, sors p+ petners ™ cnt 
PRIEBDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED 
m3 * 7 Durrmor Co-orreative Baxwenr Gociwry, Lanirev, Bightlands, Dews- 


mM 2 RE: Bexrrst Bocixty, Har Inn, Liangumpor, Carmarthen. Aug 8 


i 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CLAm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 10. 


Bou a Guvnce Bridge, Yorks, and Acnes Bottanp, Ben Rydding, Yorks 
Bolland Pee lend ewich, J a= & Simpson, Leeds 

moon's ts. Wii, ee Kent, Seed Crusher Sept 30 Dixon v Brook, 
Kekewich, J Stenning, Maidstone 

Harrison, Enora Magia, ae er rd, South Hampstead Sept 30 Prowse v Morrison, 
Cozens-Hardy, J Hobbs, Great Titchfield st 

Wueerier, Ayn Srsaners, | Tonbridge, Kent Sept 28 Reynolds v Tolhurst, Cozens- 

arner, 

Wrwpnam, ~ Daws, Landport, Hants Oct 15 Briant v Harrison, Kekewich, J 

Curtis, Bedford row 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 14. 


Gennes. Isaac, Birmingham, Money-lender Oct 24 Levenstein v Gordon, Stirling, J 
Garrriras, Saran, , Glam Oct 1 Griffiths v Griffiths, Byrne, J Stockwood, 
WARD, Sidbury, Devon, Baker Sept 1 Clodev King District Registrar, 


London Gasette—Fripay, Aug. 17. 
Heaps, Tuomas, Woodhouse Lodge, Leeds Oct1 Heaps v Heaps, Kekewich,J Perkins, 


8 
Rusnrorts, JonatHan, Bolton, Bradford, Worsted Spinner Oct 9 Whitley v Rushforth, 
Kekewich, J Holmes, Bradford 


Lanapox, 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Craim. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug 17. 

Auten, Jamzs, Moseley, Worcester, Manufacturer Sept 28 Thomas « Guest, Birmingham 
Axpzrn, ALFRED, Stockport, Chester, Grocer Sept 29 Lake & New, Stockport 
Asornort, James Heyny, Oldham Oct1 R&J Ascroft & Maw, Oldham 
Arrack, Caro.ine, Cambridge Oct 1 Whitehead & Co, Cambridge 
Beegwasconi, Pascat, Cardiff Sept 30 Simmons & Co, Bath 
poe * pm Brompton rd, Window Blind Maker Sept 14 Robinson, Lincoln's 


Born, ExizasetTH, London Wall Sept16 Wa'ker & Battiscombe, Basinghall st 

Bourn, Frepericx Wiiu1AM Detamenre, Leigh, Lancaster Oct 15 Marsh & Co, Leigh 

ce Rev Joun Henny, Normandy, nr Guildford Sept 20 Scaddiog & Bodkin, 
rdon st 


Carrer, ALFRED Wit.14m, Clapton Aug 31 Wisbey, Hackney 

Cuais, Evtey, Bishop’s Stortford, Herts Oct1 Lendon, Budge row 

pepe = 'y Joszrn Gzorcez, South Kensington Sept 15 Lumley & Lumley, Com- 

wW 

Co.szox, James, Batley, York, Beerhouse Keeper Sept 29 Law, Batley 

Coorzr, Maria Louise, Catford, Kent Sept12 Tijou, Stratford 

Crovuchsx, Naomi, Lowestoft Sept17 Nicholson & Cook, Lowestoft 

Davy, Tuomas, East Harling, Norfolk, Farmer Oct 1 Stevens & Co, Kenninghall 

Davenport, Puixir, Kerridge within Bollington, Chester, Blacksmith Oct 1 Taylor, 
Macclesfield 


Daws, James, Eastbourne Sept17 Hillman & Burt, Eastbourne 

Dexxerr, Gzoncz, New Cross, Tailor Sept 29 Cresswell & Co, Water In, Blackfriars 
Dvcx, Franois, Cotham Aug 80 Wood, Bristol 

Dvreaxt, ones, Cane Farm, nor Fittleworth, Sussex, Farmer Sept 30 Brydone & 
Finngy, Many Oxiver, Oakengates, Salop Sept 10 Coleman & Co, Birmingham 
Fretcuer, Mary Ayn, Laneham, Nottingham Oct1 Park & Son, Hull 

Guaces, Wii1aw Epwanp, Barnsbury, Medical Practitioner Oct 1 Upton & Co, Austin 


ars 

Heisxe, Gorrnity Heyny, Great Portland st Nov 15 Newton & Co, Great Marl- 
st 

Hort, a Witsox, Petworth, Sussex, Surgeon Sept 30 Brydone & Pitfield, Pet- 


Horxrss, Joszrn, Leighton Buzzard, Farmer Best 3 29 Oalcott, Leighton Buzzard 
Horney, Mary Euiz, aay Sept 17 How & Son, Sh rewsbury 

Jxssor, JosEern, North B irkby, Huddersfield, Gent Sept5 Fisher, ee 
Jones, "ELIZABETH Ann, vohiegick Sept 29 Toovey, Orchard st, Portman 

Live, ome Loca, Swines Green, near Beccles, Suffolk Sept 17 Nic ‘ & Cook, 


Lowe, Mary Aun, Lowestoft Sept 17 Nicholson & Cook, Lowestoft 
Mackey, Sreruen, Godalming Sept 14 Mellersh, God«lming 
McLzop, ANpREw Dunsany rd, Brook Green, Manufacturer's Manager Oct 8 Marsden, 


W 
Merxz, Joun, King’s Norton, Worcester Sept 30 Newey & Son, Birmingham 
Maxsz, Faepenicx ney mh Dorking, Surrey, Admiral RN Sept 20 Fiadgate & Oo, 


8 ct, 
I1LLIAM Mansu, Bristol, Timber Merchant Nov 2 Chesterman, Bath 


Neauz, 

Parwr, Tnomas Kentish Town rd, Restaurant Proprietor Sept 4 Creech, Sturminste 
vs 

Reus, Euma, Sept 1t Evans, Newport 


N 
Rurres, Many, Stoke Bishop nr Bristol Sept 19 ‘Stone & Co, Bath 
Bouseeti-Baows, Frank, Tralee, Kerry Sept 30 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire #4 
Surru, Aonns, hton Sept 20 Edwards & Cohen, st 
Sracey, Henny Cuances, Devizes, Wilts, Baker Ang 2 eee, Devizes 
Surrn, £11za Banan, ForestGate Bept 12 tion, See Stratford 
Surrn, Bamue. Gronce, Ware, Freshfields, Old Jewry 
Sarveny, Joszrn Joun, Old Jewry sy Accountant "Bept 11 


Tavion, Isaac, Senaboves h Bept 20 Jebb & Son, Boston= 
Tavion, Many, Sept 20 Jebb & Bon, Boston 


Hubbard, 


Win, Puosns, Kali Sept 30 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire #4 
Wesneem. Joun, 0 gt ty Manufacturer Oct 1 K & 4 Ascroft & Maw, 








Waknino To 1ntTenpineo Hovew Puncnasens anp Lessens.—Before pur 
Sasing 6 or pentios a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 


Cota ¢ Reported upon by an Expert from ‘The Sanitary 
Rnginertig Go Oi. Paste, 5 C.E., - ), 65, Victoria-street, West 


particulars, Established 9 
years. wn we “ flantation.' © favre] 





Tucursox, Wittiam ms Bamptcn, Engineer Sept 16 Charlton & Baker, Kingston @ | 


















S i: oe 6 ee” Ge oie de ce 


Du Hos 

Partics 
a7 

Pavuxy: 
Of. 
TON, 


Ow 
Payor 
mae Aug 








Yorks 
Brook, 
rrison, 
jozens- 


rich, J 


ling, J 
k wood, 


gistrar, 


-erkins, 


hforth, 


ingham 


incoln’s 
Leigh 


Bodkin, 


y, Con- 


sl 
Taylor, 


friars 


ydone & 


1 


o, Austin 
at Marl- 
eld, Pet 


Marsden, 
ate & Oo, 


urminste 


lire 64 


Hubbard, 


ngxton 08 


& Maw, 


re pur 
roughly 
Sanitary 
5, West 
shed @ 





Aug. 25, 1900, 





(Vol. 44.] jor 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fauipay, A 
RECEIVING ORDE 
Barser, Wittiam Harvey, Matlock, Derbys Derby Pet 
Aug15 Oxd Aug 15 
Beaxeaum, Jessx, Lincoln, Furniture Dealer Lincoln 
Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Boorn, CHARLES Henry, Battersea, Chemist High Court 
Pet July 11 Ord Aug 13 
Boycz, Harry Guapstoxs, Birmingham, 9 Mer- 
chant Birmingham Pet Augi15 Ord Aas 
BroomueaD, Frayk, Salford Salford Pet Aug 14 Ord 
Aug 14 
Catvert, Tuomas, Normanby, Yorks, Butcher Middles- 
borough Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 
Currorp, ALFRED Bopman, Hendon, Public-house Broker 
Barnet Pet June 30 Ord Aug 14 
Exuistox, Jonn Freperic, Huntingdon, Grocer Peter- 
borou; Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Fenton, mf, E.izaBetH, Harrogate, Ladies’ Outfitter 
York Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 
Fox, Joszrn Juss, Batley, York, Woollen Mannfacturer 
Dewsbury Pet Auglé¢ Oza Aug 16 
Francis, ALFRED WILLIAMS, — Bristol, Solicitor 
Bristol Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 13 
GrapweLL, Jonyn. Southport, Pork Butcher Liverpool 
Pet July 17 Ord Aug 15 
Green, Frank, Leicester, Fish Salesman Leicester Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
Grrenwoop, Frep, Derby, Builder Derby Pet Aug 11 
rd Aug 13 
Quyrer, Puitre Epwarp, Newport, Mon, Grocer Newport 
Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 
Hametix, Wittiam Artur, Dorking, Surrey, Builder 
Croydon Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Hammonp, ALBERT VERITY, eee Cigar Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Augi4 Ord Augl 
Hart, B B, Wandsworth Wandsworth Pet July12 Ord 
Aug 13 
Hartvey, Isaac, Leicester, Corn Merchant Leicester Pet 
aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
Hew.ert, ALBERT Heyry, Rock Ferry, Chester, Wholesale 
Butcher Liverpool Pet July 19 Ord aug 14 
Hour, Watrer, Heckmondwike, York, Timekeeper 
Dewsbury Pet aug15 Ord Aug 15 
Hupsox, Joun Le ~~, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet 
aug 13 Ord Au 
Hucues Roperr. 4 * I e Denbigh, Farmer 
Bangor Pet July 30 Ord Aug 14 
Jouyson, Epmoyp, Skipwith, Yorks, Farmer York Pet 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
Joxzs, Tuomas, Garw Valley, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Aug 18 Ord Aug 13 
Lanper, WILLIAM, Shanklin, I a a Photographer 
Newport Pet augi13 Ord Aug 
Leccett, Joun James, Southsea, S stusic Dealer Ports- 
mouth Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
Lewis. CuHartes, Witham, Kssex, House Decorator 
Chelmsford Pet July 23 ‘ord Aug 18 
McCut.ocn, Coin Jony, Broad st av, Mining Agent High 
Court Pet Juiy 27 Ord Aug 15 
Mexuvisn, Rosert Day, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby 
Pet Aug1 Ord Aug 18 
Svea, EJ, Willesden, Draper High Court Pet July 13 
Ord Aug ib 
Moxzs, Fasvom, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller Bir- 
mingham Pet Aug is Ord A = 
Panama, James, Leeds, Journeyman Leeds Pet 
Augi18 Ord Aug 13 
Perry, Grorar CHARLES, my" Beds, Coal Merchant 
Luton Pet Augi5 Ord A 
Rosinson, Henry Jon, Derby, Builder Derby Pet Aug 
8 os Aug 13 
Rocuz, Percy, Worstead, Norfolk, Gardener Norwich 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
Scorr (Henry) & Sons, Alvaston, me » ees Mer- 
charts Derby Pet June27 Ord A 
Taomrson, Groner, Cannock, Staffs, rat * Walsall Pet 
Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Tonxs, James WittiAm Water, Wylde Green, Warwick, 
Butcher B Pet July 23 Ord Aug 13 
— Grorce Antuvur, Streatham, Clerk Wandsworth 
Pet —- 16 Ord Aug 13 
hey aune, Crewe, Plumber Nantwich Pet Aug 15 
Aug 
Geeeeeeton, Jaume, Eadeen, General Dealer Preston 
Pet July 25° Ord Aug 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 14: 
Cuarman, Gzonaz Frevenick, 8t Leonards on Sea, Com- 
mission Agent i Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug ill 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Brarpsixy, Ezexien, Ilkeston, Lace Hand Aug 24 at 12 
Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Cuarman, Gronce Freperick, St Leonards on Com- 
mission Agent Aug 28 at 11.30 County Court Offices, 
24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 
CLARKSON, Onatees Wrunrant Kingston upon Hull, Painter 
Aug 24 atll Off Reo, Trinity House In, Hull 
Curve, Joun Henny, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler Aug 
24 at 11 6, Athensoum terr, Plymouth 
Cocksuurrr, Hexvert Mit Ton, Read, Lancs, Cotton Manu- 
facturer Hy FTA County Court house, Blackburn 
Coxz, W. Aug 24 at 11.30 24, Railway 
app, Landen bridge 
Cooxr, Banner, B ham, Flour Merchant Aug 97 at 
ll ( ‘orporation st, Birmingham 
Du Mors, 18 T., Budge row Cannon ot, Foreign Beaker 
Aug 27 at 1 Bankrup’ bia ae f 
Pauuiox, Fraxcrs Josaen, 8 I of W, Baker Aug 
27 at 11 Off Reo, Newport, To Ww 
mam KNER, Faxpeniox Wiitiam, Norwich Aug 26 at 12.30 
t nde LL, st, Norwich ®, 
TON, Emity Muizaveru, Harrogate, York, Ladies’ 
Outfitter Aug 98at11.16 Off Reo 50, Chonsanin, = 
Francis, Auranp Witiram, Horfield, Bristol, BSolici 
Aug 20 at 12 Off Reo, Baldwin st, 
Gorr, Hanny, Readi 
2,30 Queen's Ho 


, General-shop Keeper Aug 295 at 
Reading 


Liandudno Carnarvon, Joiner 
ros peat: 
Baise 's-le- _ Meeieisiene Aug 
8 
Hieos. ah, ao % Aug Wat 12 4, 
Hont, Txomas, Fruiterer Aug 28 at 11 


174, Corporation st, 
James, Joux, Gt Aug 2% at ll Off B 
oe Grimsby Aug ec, 15, 


JEFFERSON, 7 tia Frepeniok, North le oar Norfolk, 
Post Office Clerk aug 25 at 1 Off Rec, 8, King sat, 


ith, See) Pm Aug 28 at 
Joxzs, Joun Wark», i Licensed Victualler 
Aug 24 at 3.15 White Lion Bala 
J — +5 ~~ Hewry, Northwich, Grocer Aug 24 at 10 45 
ry 


Jouxson, Epmonp, Ski 
12.30 Off Rec, 28, 


8 
Lewis, Cua! Decorator Aug 
24 at 12.30 Chelmsford 
Maclver, Jah. and Tuomas Murr Kerr, 
African Merchants Aug 28 at2 Off Rec, 35, Vi 
st, Liverpool 
MerTHERINGHAM, JOHN, pizom. 3 Baker Aug 24 at 


P ae & taleny A, ed Mates A 
ADBUBY, GEORGE, le ug 30 at 11 
Bankraptey b ay meni ’ 


Parker, James. Burmantofts, Leeds Aug 24 at 11 Off 


Park row, Leeds 
Po.iarp, ON wot Epwarp, Rastrick. nr Halifax, Clerk 
A wee Off Rec, Townhall chattes, at, 


Forenat, th Frank, and Witiiam Cuaries Purtnam, North- 
ampton, Fishmongers Aug 24 at 1230 ‘Ot Bee, 
County Court bldgs, Sheep st, Ni Pa 
— > re Mildmay k, Carman 
ug 29 
eS ee Norfolk, Now a Aug 25 at 12 
ff Rec, 8, st, Norwich 
mp Wren satl Baakruptey biden, Geer 
ug 
Suir, James, and Epwarp Cuargies Smita, Ocanmensial 
rd, meg Dealers ore 4 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


18 at 10 30 
‘ohn’s ein i rewsbury owt 
Upton, JAMES : Glanraf. y, Cattle Dealer 
Aug 2% at 12,15 Bhip eae” 


Tomas WFrczz4x, Shre 


va ——¥ Fraxk, Aug 24 at 3 
Temple big Besa av 
WItLiaMs, Ye Waitt, et 
Le Carnarvon, Draper 


Witiiams, Wii1aM, fd ade Aug 25 at 12.45 Ship Hotel, 


Wi son, Samvet, and Witt1am Gauwpy, Bradford, Builders 
Aug 24at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Woopwaarp, oo Waittan wo naos, ete 
Russell eq Aug Bankruptcy Carey by 
Wriaut, Cevric ALFRE a Cthioe” 
12 24, way Ao? Horde 
a Everarp Wiiam, East H y, Surrey Aug 29 
atl 


ICATIONS, 

Aux, Noz: Cuarces Nozt Harvey, St James’s High 
Court Pet March 28 Aug ll 

Anprews, Artur, Sirhowy, i Labourer Tredegar 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 14 

Base, bly = he 4 gy, Matlock, Derby Derby Pet 

aug ug 15 

Bavrgwpt, Faepepick, =~ eae Thames, Baker Reading 
Pet July 28 Ord A 

Brrnpaum thy) 4, SEN Dealer Lincoln Pet 
Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 

Broomugap, Frank, Salford Salford Pet Aug 14 Ord 


Aug l4 
Cay — 4 Tuomas, Normanby, a. Butcher Middlee- 
borough Pet J Augi8 Or 
CuArman, Groncre Faepenick, act i | on Sea, Com- 
mission Agent Hastings ll Aug 4 
Gam. Jxsss, Shipley Bradford AN. July 6 Onl Aug 


Downina, Tomas Henry, Newtown, Montgomery, Druggist 
Newtown Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 13 

Ex.iston, Joun Frepsric, Le Grocer Peter- 
borough Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug is 

Favuixwer, Faeperick Wituiam, Norwich Norwich Pet 

July 25 Ord Aug 14 

Fenton, Euity Evizasera, , Ladies’ Outfitter 
York Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 8 
GatLaRD, WILLIAM a = 


Pet duly 16 Ord Aug 15 
~~, Sas Jamas, N Shoe 


N ampton Pet April 18 Ord Aug 14 

Garren, Fray, Leicester, Fish Saleaman Leicester Pet 
Aug l4 Ord Aug 14 

QGuyrzr, Partie Bowarp, prapes, Mon, Grocer Newport, 
Mon Pet augl3 On A 

Hamweur, Wiis anrave, Dorking, Builder Croydon 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Hammonn, Atsgsxt Venrry. Southport, Cigar Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Aug i4 Ord Aug lé4 

Corn Merchant Leicester 


Hantiey, Isaac, 


mee Bo Southsea; Music Dealer Porte- 
mouth Pet 


a -y. Bomar Ban Dar, Gre , +, Great Grimaby 


ug 
Mauna dlenionins mr 

yah eiieie Pores hae 
— wy eee Leeds Pet 
Rooms. ‘omtesd, Norfolk, Gardener Norwich 


, We 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 
Doveias Ricwarp, Ironmonger 
In High Court Pet April 12 Ord Aug 18 
Tompson, Grorex. Staffs, Miner Walsall Pet 


Innk-eper Rochdale Pet July 21 


ug 13 
Wiytexsortom, James, Blackpool, General Dealer Preston 
Pet July 25 Ord aug 11 
London Gazetie —Turspay, Aug. 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Avyrrosus, ALyrep, jun. Handsworth, Manchester W: 
houseman Pet Butcees®, 17 Ord at Ord Ag 
“Gen 
ug 18 
Baey, ye Stockton on Tees, Grocer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 


Batrixe, Wittiam ALEXANDER, Kirtleatham Old Hall, or 
Redcar, York Pet June 25 Ord 7 

Barty, ag -¥— by eg 
bury Aug 16 Aug 1 

Borns, Br Madron, , Fruit Dealer Truro 
Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 

Coorzr, Hers: Merchant Leeds Pet 


Exeter 
Evans, Davip James, 
Carmarthen 


aig 16 An 
Gatvix, Joux, Bayswater, Ladies’ High Court 
Pet = 16 bg, fam 16 ¥ w 
Grsson, WELrorD, East patie, ‘orks, Painter Wake- 
field Pet Augi5 Ord 


er hi - & Westmorland, Sheriff 
Pet July 26 Ord Aug 17 
Gann, 7 Tuomas, py Li Salop, Coachbuilder Shrewsbury 


Pet Aug 17 

Guepa.t, Henry, ORbingtion rd, azl’s Court High Court 
Pet July 12 Ord Aug 17 

Hues, joe aa Spengen, Dalya Croydon 


Aug 1 

Hos.iyy, Wrii1am Exyest Pacer, Colan, Cornwall Truro 

Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 18 

Hooxyau. 5 C, Sussex A. Ord Aug 16 

Hueuss, To Tea Importer High Court 
Pet July 28 A 

Jackson, Praxcit Jon Jouy | am Sutton a Builder 


Pet aug 16 CS ae 
Jousston, Jamas A, Basingball ay High Court Pet July 
11 Ord Aug 17 


Keane, Epwagp F H, Baigess Hill, Sussex Brighton Pet 
Aug? Ord 16 


Keicut.ey, Jor, 
Ord 


Menpe., Watpemar, Portedown rd, Fur Merchant High 
Court PetAugi5 Ord Aug 15 
Mvwnro, Jony James. Broadstairs. Kent, Licensed Victualler 
P. Revere ninginas, Pumter Birming- 
ACHE, ARTHUR ——. 
ham Pet 


Ord a 
Prrks, ap Wass, Builder Stockton on 
Pet Aug 16 Ord ye 16 
mm Bensamin, Keighley. Yorks, Milliner Brad- 


ford Pet Aug 16 Ord A 
Quanes.antian ae ———— Kingstoa 
upon Hull FS gee i? Oui Aug 17 
Reyxoips, James WiLLiam, Grocer Ponty- 
Pet Aug 8 ‘Ord Aug 18 


Reyyotps, Nicuotas Rvuxoie, Newquay, Cornwall, 
Piumber ‘Aug 18° Ord Aug 18 

Ricxarps, Burzasers, Tobacconist Wi 
Petiaug 16 ‘Ord % Aug 16 

—— A Atraep Ber 


Beverley, Y: ~ p44 
onan Avexanpsn, Tottenham, 
Edmonton Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 17 


Tayvor, Faepearcx, Keeper 
Pet Aug 17 Aug 17 
Taornrox, WALTER ACKERNLEY, Lanes, Solicitor’s 


N 
Clerk Burnley Pet Aug is Qed Aug a ieen 
Tuan Jon Wrias, Meshantenl 
iw ¢ 18 
Ware  &, u, Soothill, 5 York, Jeees 
Pet ae G Ond Aug 17 
Warxins, Jouxn Cnan.es, 
Tuomas, 
Bradford Pet Augi8 Ord Aug ne 
Wanvennan, Ona Cuaries, 
Ashton under 
Wurrsiaw, RJ, Plaistow, Builder High Court Pet July 
28 Ord Aug 16 
yy Somerset, Taller Tauntea 


wag Pea 
Hereford Pet Aug 17 a. OO 
Warr, Jauzs 
Chester, Conf 
Lyne Pet Augit Ord Aug iT 
Wootcort, Groner, 
Pet Augiy Ord A 








Aug is Ord Aug 18 Wrient, Norfolk, Boot Seller Near 
Hout, Watren, Heokmond wike. Bush, Shnshowger Dews- wieh wah, ee Ate iv Ord S tte 
bury Pet Augl5 Ord A in the 
Heveem, ies i, Stic, Joiner Sheflield Pot wv SSTondon Gusti of Aug 
Joumor, Roxon Bkipwith, York, Farmer York Pot|  Petduly3s Ord Awe ll — 
ug ug 
Jonna, Ownn House Furnisher | Axoaswa, Aarau Moa, Labourer Aug 
Pot Aug 18 Ord Aug 16 29 at is, High at Werther 
Joums, | a3 ae Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet ey eo Paraiture Maker Aug 
eee Wiis, Bhanklin, of W, Photographer | Barn: R, a 
Bal Pet dug is Oni Aug is’ | iting: Gucpsention ok Binsainghaam _— 








~ 
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Brrnsaum, Jzssz, Lincoln, Furniture Dealer Aug 30 at 
12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Boors, Cuanies Henry, > Chemist Aug 30 at 12 

Broomuxzap, NK, Salford Aug 29 at 2.30 Off Ree, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Crantrer, Joux, Wor m, Shop Assistant. Sept 3 at 
245 Court house, Cockermouth 

Cunniz, Marx Henry Epwarp, Salcombe Regis, Devon 
Sept 12 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Ex.iston, Jonn Frepernic, Huntingdon, Grocer Aug 29 
at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty , Cambridge 

Gatvix, Jouy, Bayswater, Ladies’ Tailor Aug 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Grssoy, Wetrorp, East Ardsley, Yorks, Painter Aug 28 
atl Off Rec, 6, Bond terr, Wakefield 

Geren, Frank, Leicester, Fish Salesman Aug 29 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Hatey, Percy, Stonewell, Lancaster, Aérated Water Manu- 

Aug %at3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Hameurs, Wittiam Arruvur, Dorking, Builder Aug 28 at 
12 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Hazrxes, Rosert, Preston, Stomemason Aug 28 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Hew ert, AupErt Henry, Rock Ferry, Chester, Wholesale 
Butcher Aug 29 at2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Jonzs, Tuomas, Pontyrhyl, Garw Valley, Glam, Grocer 
Aug 29 at 12.30 117, St Mary st, Carditt 

Kxicutey, Joz, Leeds, Carting Agent Aug 29at11 Off 

22, Park row, Leeds 

Kewp, Enxest Huan, Salford, Meat Salesman Aug 29 at 
3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

McCiean, Davip, and Ricuarp McOCxean, Liverpool, 
a Aug 29 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 


Menpet, Waupemar, Portsdown rd, Fur Merchant Aug 
30 at 11 veer sd bldgs, Carey st 
MerepitH, Danxret Monaax, Cardiff, Tobacconist Aug 28 
at12 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 
Nasu, Joun Fravycis, Great Grimsby, Fisherman Aug 28 
atl1 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 
Payng, Frank, a Butcher Aug 29 at 12 
farey st 
Pure, Freperick Witi1am, West Hendon Aug 29 at 3 
» chmbrs, Temple av 
HickERscitL, Bensamin, Keighley, Yorks, Milliner 
at1l Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Rassox, Ricuarp E, Eastbourne, Boarding house 
Ki Sept 4 at 12.45 Coles & Son’s Offices, Seaside 


Aug 


Roserts, Epwrm, Birmingham, Tailor Aug 29at11 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 


Rosgrtsoy, Gzorcz ConsTasie, Barnsbury, Veteri 
Surgeon Aug 30 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Sawyer, Watrer, Birkdale Aug 3).at 10.30 Off Rec, 36, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 
Scourso, Prato Francis, Great St Helen’s, General 
Mi t Novi5at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Snoronps, Putuir Aurrep, Littlehampton, Sussex Aug 29 
at 2.30 Dolphin Hotel, Chichester 
Surra, Wit1am, Cranwell, Lincs, Carpenter Aug 29 at 
on 12.15 = Rec, 4 “ken oe Boston 
IMPSON, ILLIAM, Clapham Brewer A Slat 1 
a of hy 
wiss, ALFRED Henry, von: Stationer Au £ 
12 Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn ‘ve 
TuoRNHILL, Joszru, Chapel en le Frith, Derbys, Butcher 
Aug 29 at 11 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, 


Torre, Aupent, Sheffield, Barber Aug 28 at12 Off 
In, Sheffield os sas 


= — Wi..14m, Nottingham, Grocer’s Assist- 
ani at 12 Off 4, Castl 
Be Ree, 4, le pl, Park st, 
Witt1ams, Sypyzy Hexry, Brynmawr, Brecon, Grocer 
Aug 2% at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Wisrerzortom, James, Blackpool, General Dealer 
8.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axgyotp, Joszru, Aldershot, Hants, Butcher Guildford 
Pet Ang 18 Ord Aug 18 
ASTLEY, 3 = we ge om Dalmeny rd, 
Tufnell p rehitects i Court Pet J 
Ord Aug 17 _ ah ssdiae 


Aug 28 


Batrey, Ex.iss, Stockton on Tees, Grocer Stockto 
Tees Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17° Ege ee 
Bayty, ExizazetH Woorron, Margate, Stationer Canter- 
bury Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 
Borns, Ricuarp, Madron, Cornwall, Fruit Dealer Truro 
Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
Casson, James Grorce, Preston, Saddler Preston Pet 
on Aug i Ont dog 17 
LLING WOOD ILLIAM GrorcE, Ran , Sheff 
Solicitor ‘Sheffield Pet July 19 Ord ‘Aug i7 eon 
Cooper, Herpert, Leeds, Cloth Merchant Leeds Pet 
= Aug oe ye ad 
WARDS, NicHoLas Pascor, Millwall, Shipbuild 
ee ny? Ord — 16 , ene 
Francis, ALFRrEep ILLIAMS orfield, Bristol, Solici 
is Bristol Pet Aug 8 Ord 18 cdingg aged 
ALVIN, JOHN, yswater, ’ Tailor igh 
Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug i6 = 
Gissow ELFORD, East Ardsley, Yorks, Painter Wake- 
Gantt a Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 6 
zx, Tuomas, Wem, Salop, Coachbuilder Shr 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 daocrimctied 
Loughborough park, Clerk High 
Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 16” — 
THUR WILLIAM, and Wim Henry Warp 
Hill, Printers High Court Pet July 19 Ord 


Aug 15 
Hiczzy, Parsics, Battersea, Hatter Wandsw 
July 21 Ord Aug 17 — 


Marylebone A 
ame Gea 
Fruiterer Birmingham Pet 


v. = Fra | ~ W. 8 
ACKSON, ois Joun Wi.11am, Sutton Coldfield, War- 
wick, Builder Birmingham Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 


Hucues, Jamzs A.rrep, 
High Court 


Hoyt, Tuomas, 


Kemp, Exxest HUGH, Lower Salford, Lancs, Meat Sales- 
man Salford Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

KEicHTiey, Joz, s, Carting Agent Leeds Pet 
Aug 16 Ord Aug 15 . : 

Dermine, Watson, Burnley, Livery Stable Proprietor 
Burnley Pet July 21 Ord Aug 16 : 

MoCizax, Davin, and Ricnarp McCuzay, Liverpool, 

Liverpool Pet Aug Ord Aug ié 

Marty, Henry, mingham, Cabinet Maker Birming- 
ham Pet July 26 Ord Aug 16 y 

Menxpet, WALDEMAR, Portsdown rd, Fur Merchant High 
Court PetAugi5 Ord Aug 15 ; 

Nicot, Joux, Warrington, Watchmaker Warrington Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug 17 ; 

Owex, Huan Tuomas, Llangollen, Denbigh Wrexham 


Pet July13 Ord Aug 2 ae 
PickersGitL, Bexsamiy, Keighley, Yorks, Milliner Brad- 
ford Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 i 
Pomsroy, Amy, Kingston upon Hull, King- 

ston = Hull Pet Augi17 Ord Augi17 _ 

Rasson, Ricuarp Roe, stbourne, house 
Keeper Eastbourne Pet om Ry Ord Aug 16 — 
Ransom, Samvuet, Britannia Works, Kensal rd, Staircase 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Julyé Ord Aug 13 
Reyyotps, JaAmzs Wiit1am, Pontypridd, Grocer Ponty- 
pridd Pet Augs Ord Aug 16 : i 
Rickarps, Ex1zaBEeTH, Leamington, Tobacconist Warwick 

Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 es 
Roserts, Epwin, Birmingham, Tailor Birmingham Pet 
June 20 Ord es | 18 A ‘ 
Rourz, Freperick James, Brixton, Confectioner High 
Court Pet July 31 Ord Aug 16 i 
Snmons, JosepH Bernarp, Dashwood House High Court 
Pet July 20 Ord Aug 17 : 
Sumons, TLLIAM, Stoke Newington, Merchant High 
Court Pet June13 Ord Aug 15 
Smrson, Atrrzep Bertram, Beverley, York, Implement 
Agent Kingston upon Hull Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 
Stimpson, WILLIAM, pham rd, Brewer High Court 
Pet July 14 Ord Aug 16 , 3 
Srretinc, ALEXANDER, Tottenham, Wine Retailer 
Edmonton Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 17 
Taytor, Freperick, Scarborough, Restaurant Keeper 
Scarborough Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 Pa 
THoRNTON, WALTER ACKERNLEY, Nelson, Lancs, Solicitor’s 
erk Burnley Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 / 
Towxs, James WiLL1AM Water. Wylde Green, Warwick, 
Butcher Birmingham Pet July 23 Ord Augi5 — 
Waker, Jonny Wii.1am, Soothill, nr Batley, Joiner 
Dewsbury Pet Augi17 Ord Aug 17 : 
Warxtss, Joun Caries, Grosmont, Mon, Licensed 
Victualler Hereford Pet Aug17 Ord Aug 17 


Wuitrseap, Cuances, Stalybridge, Confectioner Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Aug 17 Ord Augi7 — 

Wootcort, Gzorcr, Minehead, Somerset, Tailor Taunton 
Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 





\ ®. BERTRAM JACOBS, LL.B. (Lond.), 
L of 61, Fore-street, E.C., First in Honours Juris- 
prudence and Roman Law, First in Honours Common Law 
and Equity, Honoursman Solicitors’ Final, Exhibitioner 
and University Law Scholar, Coaches for all Law Exam- 
inations. 


ENTLEMAN (aged 233; about to be ad- 

mitted) Seeks Conveyancing Managing Clerkship in 

good Country Office; experienced in Conveyancing, Trust, 

and Family Business ; by arrangement. — A., 
“ Solicitors’ Journal”’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, London, 





OARD - RESIDENCE, Kingsdown Park 

House, Fawkham, Kent ; 500 feet abovesea ; woods; 

shady lawn; quiet; large rooms; v ies in September. 
—Miss Scorr. 


FFICES to Let, in good position, 
Finchley-road, close to Metropolitan Station; new 
improving locality.—L., 229, Finchley- road, N.W. 


EASEHOLD GROUND- RENT of £67 

per annum net for 42 years, and reversion to Raek- 

rents of £800 per annum at expiration; for 7} F ccs price 

£1,750.—Apply, Messrs. Harman Bres., 25, mmonger- 
lane, Cheapside, E.C. 


OLICITORS, MORTGAGEES, and Others. 
—M. Davis, 40, Ladbroke-grove, London, is always 
Prepared with Cash to Purchase every description of Pro- 
perty, in any state of repair or — in London, or 
within 40 miles; introductory fees if arranged in advance. 


EDE AND S0WN, 


ROBE Abd MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 














ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, T:.. p 
Olerks, and Olerke of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Go ns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION | 
COMPANY’S 


Magnificent New Steamer 

“EAGLE,” q 

Or other of their splendid Saloon Passenger Steamers, 
leaves London Bridge Wharf at 9 10 a m., calling at Green- | 
wich, South Woolwich, and Tilbury Piers DAILY (Sun. @ 

days included), for 

FARES (SALOON). 4 
Single. Day Return. Season Return, 9% 


ee 4/6 
3/6 4/6 8=5/-  & 


SOUTHEND—BSaloon Single %s., Return 3s., available for 
the season. a 


[Tos 


MARGATE 
RAMSGATE 


YARMOUTH.—Daily from London Bridge Wharf at 8.50 5 
a.m, ing at Greenwich, South Woolwich, and @ 
Tilbury Piers (Sundays omnee Single Saloon, 5a,; § 

Fore, 4s, 64. Return, available during the season, 
Saloon, 8s. ; Fore, 6s. 6d. i 


MARGATE, RAMSGATE, DEAL, and DOVER (via Port 5 
Victoria).—Daily (Sundays included, except to Deal and 7 
Dover). 3 
m , Cross 9.10 a m., calling at Waterloo Junction, § 

London Bridge, and other stations on the 8. E.andC, | 
Railway. 

Fares: 3rd class Rail and Saloon— 

single. 


Return 
' same day. 
MARGATE 0 Ie g 
RAMSGATE 3) 6 6/ 
DEAL on DOVER / 
(aot Sunday) (O/~ 8/- 


Company’s Ilustrated Guide, free, or by post 2d, 3 
G. 8, N. Company, 55, Great Tower-street, | E.C. : 


BOULOGNE AND BACK 
IN A DAY 

By “LA MARGUERITE.” 

i Saloon, Return Fare, 14s. 


DAILY SEA TRIPS. 
(HE NEW PALACE STEAMERS (Ltd.)§ 


From Old Swan Pier, London Bridge. 

“ROYAL SOVEREIGN.” : 
At 9 20 a.m. for MARGATE and RAMS.* 
GATE (calling SOUTHEND Tuesdays® 
and Fridays). x 

“* KOH-I-NOOR.” 
At 8.50 a.m. (Tuesdays and Fridays exe 
cepted), for SOUTHEND and MAR 

A 


G. . 
Special Trains from Fenchurch-street Station to Tilbury 
9.45 and 10.28 am.; St Pancras, 9.20 a.m. Mondays E. 
Wednesdays, 9.50 a.m. Tuesdays and Fridays. E 


“LA MARGUERITE,” from Tilbury. 
Mondays, Wednesdays, 
Thursdays, and Saturdays, ; 
to MARGATE and BOULOGNE, and bad 
Tuesdays to OSTEND and back 
Sundays to SCUTHEND and MARGATE. 


SPECIAL TRAINS: 

From Fenchurch-street Station to Tilbury, in connectio 
with above, Mondays, Tuesdays, and Wednesdays, at 6. 
a.m.; Thursdays and Saturdays, 8.9 a.m.; Sundays, 9 
and 9.45 a.m. From St. Pancras, to Tilbury, Thursda 
and Saturdays, 8.0 a.m.; Sundays, 9.40 a.m. ; 


Return Fares, First Saloon, Boulogne, 14s, ; Ostend, 14s. 6a) 
London to Paris and back, 26s, 


T. E. BARLOW, Manager, 50, King William-street, E.@ 
BOULOGNE AND BACK 


A DAY, 
By “LA MARGUERITE.” 

First Saloon, Return Fare, 14s. 
we! PLENDID COASTING TRIPS. 
te) LONDON to SCOTLAND, calling at Southampto 
Plymouth, and Irish Ports. Also Week-end Trips 
Dartmouth. Private two-berth deck cabins. Elec 
light. Superior cuisine Illustrated Guide free from 
CLYDE SHIPPING CO., Lo., 188, Leadenhall-street, E.@ 





FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD 


Printers, ‘“M'TED 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PaguiaMENTARY Bitis, Minutes or Evipenoe, Booxs 4 
REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, Answers, &c., &0, 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINE 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial 
Every description of Printing. 


We 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WHEKLY REFORT. 


27, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W. 














